ROBERT E. BAUMAN 
First District, Maryland 

Congress of tfje Urn'teb States 

House of 3RepreSentatibeS 

Maj^injjtott, 3D.C. 20515 

June 7, 1977 



Mr. Harold Weisberg 
Route 12 

Frederick, MD 21701 
Dear Mr. Weisberg: 

Thank you for your correspondence in opposition to 
the continuation of the Select Committee on Assassinations. 
I strongly share your viewpoint in this regard. 

Certainly everyone wants to see questions concern- 
ing this tragic period in our national history settled 
once and for all, and this is why a broad cross section 
of the House supported its original inception last 
September. 

Since then, however, the Assassinations Committee's 
purposes have become murky, its investigative procedures 
questionable and its financial requests unreasonable. I 
have spoken out against the attempt by some of my col- 
leagues to railroad the Committee's renewal and I voted 
against H. Res. 222, the bill to recreate the committee, 
when it was considered before the House on February 2nd. 
While this resolution passed, we were successful in cutting 
down the level of funding and allowing the Committee only 
a temporary lease on life. H.Res. 465, which passed the 
House on April 28th, provides additional expenses for the 
Committee's operation. Despite its passage, however, I 
and a large number of my colleagues voted against it, and 
we will continue to scrutinize its activities. I have 
enclosed a copy of my most recent remarks before the House 
on this subject which you may find of interest. 

Again, thank you for making your concern known to me. 
Please don't hesitate to contact me if I may be of any 
service to you. 



COMMITTEE ON MERCHANT 
MARINE AND FISHERIES 

COMMITTEE ON INTERIOR 
AND INSULAR AFFAIRS 



Faithfully yours, 

ROBERT E. BAUMAN 
Member of Congress 
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the UB. oil supply would last only 13 years 
(we have since discovered more than the 
total known supply at the time). In 1949. 
Interior said the end of the U.S. oil supply 
was in sight (oil production was increased 
by more than a million barrels a day In the 
next five years) . 

As noted by futurologist Herman Kahn In 
his book. The Next 200 Years (Morrow), 
what happens In such situations is that as 
demand presses in on existing supplies, 
prices are pushed up and producers are 
spurred to enlarge available reserves. As a 
result of this process, “known reserves” are 
constantly growing rather than declining, so 
that in 1970 known world reserves of oil 
were six times as large as they had been in 
1950 (455 billion metric tons vs. -75 billion) . 

The same is' time. Incidentally, for vir- 
tually all of the mineral resources on which 
our advanced industrial economy depends. 
Kahn and his associates provide us with 
striking evidence of this fact in the follow- 
ing table: . 



Known re* Known re* 
serves in 1950 serves in 1970 Percent* 
(thousand ' (thousand age io* 
metric tons) metric tons) crease 



iron 19,000,000 251,000,000 _ 1,321 

Manganese 500,000*. 635,000 27 

Chromite. - 100,000 - 775,000 675 

Tungsten. • 1,903 / 1,328 -30 

Copper. 100,000 279,000 - 179 

Lead . 40,000 86,000 115 

Zinc. 70, 000 r 113, 000 61 

Tin : 6,000 6,600 10 

Bauxite 1,400,000 5,300,000 279 

Potash 5,000,000 118,000,000 2,360 

Phosphates 26,000,000 1,178,000,000 4,430 

OiL 75,000,000 455,000,000 507 



Source: Council on International Economic Policy, Executive 
Office of the President “Special Report Critical Imported Ma- 
terials” (Washington, D.C.: U.S. Government Printing Office, 
December 1974). 

The constant growth of known petroleum 
- reserves is also illustrated by Prof. Neil Ja- 
coby of UCLA in his authoritative volume. 
Multinational Oil (Macmillan). Jacoby ob- 
serves that in 1948, proven free world re- 
serves of crude oil amounted to only 62.3 
billion barrels. By 1972, this figure was up to 
5C8.8 billion barrels — better than a nine-fold 
increase in the span of a generation. 

During this 25-year period, known reserves 
in the U.S. and Canada more than doubled 
(from 21.4 billion to 47 billion), hut the 
biggest growth was in underdeveloped na- 
tions where new technology was making ma- 
jor headway, chiefly in the Middle East. 
Proven reserves in the Mideast countries 
jumped from 28.5 billion barrels in 1947 to 
355 billion in 1972, in response to world de- 
mand and the impact of -technology. 

Equally to the point, the amount of proven 
reserves has been rising, not falling, com- 
pared to the current rate of consumption. 
Thus, Jacoby notes, “in 1948, the 62 billion 
barrels of proven reserves would have lasted 
about 20 years at the then-current annual 
rate of consumption of 3 billion barrels. By 
1972 the 569 billion barrels of reserves would • 
have lasted about 35 years at the 1972 rate 
of 16 billion barrels a year.” Increased de- 
mand, quite clearly, has called forth an ever- 
growing supply; 

The problem today, from an American 
standpoint, is that government interference 
of various sorts has prevented this kind of 
adjustment from occurring,, impeding ex- 
ploration and production in the energy field. 
Government has held down the price of do- 
mestic crude oil and natural gas, blocked 
off access to offshore petroleum, imposed en- 
vironmental and other constraints on the 
mining and use of coal, and recently slowed 
development of nuclear power after first en- 
' couraging it. 

. Where such pervasive restrictions are in 
force, the pricing system is unable to do its 



work 6f increasing supply in harmony with 
demand. What this means in terms of UJ3. 
oil reserves (already known) was Illustrated 
some months ago by Profs. Philip Gramm 
and Richard Davison In the Wall - Street 
Journal. They pointed out that, as of 1969, 
the United States had 31 billion barrels of 
recoverable oil reserves at then-current 
prices. Bui there was another 285 billion in 
the ground that was recoverable only at 
higher prices, and could come onstream only 
as prices were permitted to rise. 

The National Academy of Engineering ex- 
piatter this way: “UB. oil reserves 
to date originally contained ap- 
proximately 430 billion barrels of oil. Primary 
recovery operations and conventional water 
or gas injection secondary recovery opera- 
already recovered or will recover 
billion barrels from these reser- 
voirs, leaving some 290 billion barrels that 
cannot tie produced by • conventional 
methods.” 

In other! words, we have been recovering 
about 30 per cent of our available oil through 
reliance on (relatively) low-cost technology. 
To recover the remaining 70 per cent, or 
appreciable portions of it, will require more 
expensive techniques, , which would only be 
possible if I prices and return on investment 
were permitted to rise in response to market 
forces. 

Grammjknd Davison conclude that "a few 
" barrel price Increase would likely 
have the Effect of tripling UB. oil reserves. 
Just how fast the additional oil would be- 
come available as the price rises is impossible 
to say with precision. However, between 1947 
and 1973, the record Indicates that every 1 
per cent Increase in prices of refined petro- 
leum products was on average associated 
with a 4 per cent increase in toe production 
of gasoline.*' 

By bollixing up the pricing system, the fed- 
eral govenjunent and toe environmentalists 
have prevepted this process from working as 
it should, so that rather than rising to keep 
up with demand, as previously noted in this 
space, domestic oil production in recent years 
has actually been falling (8.1 million barrels 
a day in 1976, down from 9.6 million barrels 
in 1970) . We have built so many disincentives 
into toe system through controls and puni- 
tive tax laws that we are discouraging the 
very proces^we should be encouraging. 

It is this purely governmental crisis that 
President barter and toe “no growth” peo- 
ple are citing as proof of energy exhaustion. 
Having stifled supply through Imposition of 
controls, they now propose to do toe same 
thing to demand. 
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HONl ROBERT E. BAUMAN 

OF MARYLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OP REPRESENTA TIVE S 



Wednesday,' June 8, 1977 



Mr. BA|OMAN. Mr. Speaker, although 
the large number of Mem- 
e House who have opposed the 
and funding of the House Se- 
i]|nittee on Assassinations have 
cated by recent developments, 
. the lack thereof. The New 
(es has published a news story 
icates that not only has the 
nittee been unable to find any 
regarding the assassinations 
Kennedy and Dr. King, but 
of their original theories were 
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figments of several persons* vivid imagi- 
nations. 

I include at this point the article with 
the observation that the committee 
might do well to end its activities and 
save the taxpayers the money which is 
currently being wasted: * • 

House Said To Find No New Death Data 
Washington (NTT).-— The House Select 
Committee on Assassinations, which has 
been in operation for eight months, has come 
up with virtually no new Information or 
evidence relating to the death of President 
John F. Kennedy. Or of the Rev. Martin 
Luther King, Jr., and has discovered that 
much of the so-called “new information” on 
which Congress, based its decision to reopen 
the investigations Is in error, according to a 
well-placed committee source. 

“We certainly have come up with nothing 
earth-shaking,” toe source said, “and much 
that witnesses tell us is In conflict with what 
they supposedly told people who have writ- 
ten books about the assassinations and who 
have provided the basic leads for the com- 
mittee to pursue.” - 

' An examination by the New York Times 
has determined that it was Mark Lane, the 
author and lecturer, who provided, on the 
basis of his published works, most of the 
“new leads.” - . x ■ ■ * 

Moreover, according to several officials 
familiar with the genesis and scope of the 
committee’s investigation — and Mr. Lane 
himself — Mr. Lane was the primary force be- 
hind the formation of the committee and the 
architect of toe direction that the investiga- 
tion should take. 

Mr. Lane, a former New York state legis- 
lator better known for his book “Rush to 
Judgment,” criticising the official investiga- 
tions of the Kennedy assassination, was un- 
successful for two years in his attempts to 
get Congress to reopen an investigation into 
toe death of Kennedy In Dallas. 

But early last year, he began looking into 
King’s death and persuaded toe civil rights 
leader’s widow, Coretta'King, to solicit sup- 
port from toe Congressional Black Caucus for 
a reinvestigation of both assassinations. 

Shortly after such an Investigating com- 
mittee was formed, Mr. Lane and Dick Greg- 
ory, the comedian., began work on a book 
about King and the assassination in Mem- 
. phis. Mr. Lane refused to say how much they 
received from toe publisher as an advance 
against royalties, but it was reported to have 
been $100,000. . - ' 

The book, entitled “Code Name Zorro,” 
recently was published — at about toe time 
that toe committee, according to minutes of 
one of Its executive sessions, was seeking 
favorable public and congressional reaction . 
to its request for funds. 

From tbe committee's inception, staff 
members acknowledge, Mr. Lane’s books, 
theories and private investigations have pro- 
vided the “working manuals” and the “work- 
ing hypotheses” for the investigation. 

The committee source said that internal 
problems that* resulted in the resignations of 
toe committee’s chairman. Representative 
Henry B. Gonzalez (D., Texas), and its chief 
counsel, Richard A. Sprague, had delayed the 
active investigation phase of the committee’s 
work until the “past two or three weeks.” 
This was true, the source said, even though 
the committee issued a report March 28 as- 
serting that it was already pursuing “new 
leads” and had processed "new information.” 
Just as the committee almost collapsed in 
controversy a few weeks ago, much of the new 
evidence appears to be falling apart. The lack 
of credible new evidence has been cited to 
explain why the committee has been unable 
to obtain a new chief counsel to replace Mr. 
Sprague. Arthur Goldberg, toe former Su- 
preme Court justice, and Archibald Cox, the 
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former Watergate special prosecutor, both 
have declined the post. 

The report of March 28 said, “Much of the 
new evidence Is of a highly sensitive nature 
and cannot be. publicly disclosed at this 
time,***, but 'gave ‘‘representative examples, 
which Illustrate the leads the committee Is 
currently pursuing.” 



TRIBUTE TO BOYD E. GOLDER 

HON' DONALD J. MITCHELL 

OF NEW YORK 

IN THE" HOUSE OP REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, June 8, 1977 

Mr. MITCHELL ol New York. Mr. 
Speaker, Friday, June 17, .1977, is Boyd 
E. Golder Day in Utica, N.Y. I bring this 
to the attention of my colleagues because 
Boyd E. Golder is a very special person 
who, as he shares in his community's 
celebration of his 85th birthday, will be 
filled with memories of a productive life- 
time of public service. ' >..■■■ 

He is a very special person because for 
more than six decades he has done so 
well what each of us privileged to serve 
in the Congress endeavor to do each day,' 
give of ourselves so the world will be a 
better place in which to live for all man- 
kind. . - 

Mr. Golder has worn many hats of 
responsibility during his very distin- 
guished career both in elective and ap- 
pointive positions, but I would venture 
the opinion that his tenure as mayor of 
Utica earned for him the greatest re- 
nown. First elected mayor of Utica in 
1945, Mr. Golder obviously had a winning 
way as he went on to serve five terms 
in office. 

His talent for administration and 
leadership was recognized beyond the 
boundaries of Utica. In 1946, during his 
first year in office, he was elected vice 
president of the New York State Con- 
ference of Mayors; and in 1947, the same 
year his constituents gave him an over-, 
whelming vote of confidence with anoth- 
er victory at the polls, he was elected 
president of the New York State Con- 
ference of Mayors. 

Boyd Golder’s public sendee has not 
been confined to city hall. As a matter 
of fact, his record in appointive positions 
is equally distinguished. He served his 
beloved Utica as commissioner of parks 
and recreation and as commissioner of 
safety. Gov.. Thomas E. Dewey crossed 
party lines to appoint Mr. Golder to the 
Board of the State University of New 
York. ' • 

His interest in furthering educational 
opportunity and his special desire to 
contribute to the advancement of higher 
education availability in his home town 
have resulted in a long association with 
Utica College for Mr. Golder. He is a 
charter member of the Utica College 
Foundation of which he has served as 
vice president and president. 

For 28 years Boyd Golder was a lec- 
turer on city government at Boys State 
and during that period he helped to de- 
velop in young New Yorkers an apprecia- 
tion for and interest in municipal gov- 



ernment. Many who heard him went on 
to assume responsibility in government in 
their own right, no doubt inspired in part 
by the message he conveyed about the 
concepts of public service and good gov- 
ernment during their formative years. 

The Kiwanis Club of Utica, in conjunc- . 
tion with the Utica College Foundation, 
is cosponsoring the special June 17 trib- 
ute to Boyd E. Golder. It is especially 
fitting that Kiwanians everywhere take 
note of this event since the man of the 
hour has been affiliated with that fine, 
community-service oriented organization 
for more than 60 years — a most impres- 
sive record indeed. - 

I consider it a special privilege to know 
Boyd Golder. He has contributed so much 
to so many for so long and in so doing 
has earned our respect and our gratitude. 
The Boyd Golders of America are, in 
large measure, responsible for the abun- 
dance we enjoy and the greatness that is 
ours as a nation and a people. 



EXPLANATION OF BONKER AMEND- 
MENT ON PORPOISE ISSUE 

HON. DON BONKER 

- ' OF WASHINGTON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, June 8, 1977 

Mr. BONKER. Mr. Speaker; several 
Members have approached me to get a 
better understanding of the intent of 
my amendment to H.R. 6970 which 
amended the Marine Mammal Protection 
Act. So it can be totally clarified, I of- 
fer the following explanation. 

Congressman McCloskey’s amend- 
ment package to HR. 6970 attempted to 
lower the proposed porpoise mortality 
quota from 78,900, which many Members 
felt was exceedingly high, to 68,910. In 
addition, he sought to mandate a 50-per- 
cent reduction in the quota by 1980. 

Because of the differences between 
these amendments and the bill passed 
out by the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries Committee, a deadlock developed 
with neither Representative Murphy nor 
Representative McCloskey able to mus- 
ter the support to pass a measure Out of 
the House. This left us between a rock 
and a hard place because without some 
kind of compromise another extremely 
important part of H.R. 6970, the 100-per- 
cent observer program, would be lost. At 
this point, I proposed an amendment to 
retain Mr. McCloskey’s lower quota, 
which required a 50-percent reduction in 
the annual dolphin quota by 1980. The 
50-percent requirement would have 
mandated a quota of 34,455 in 1980. 

I sought this deletion of the manda- 
tory 50 percent reduction because I felt 
that there is insufficient evidence to in- 
dicate that the tuna fleet can reduce the 
take of dolphin to 34,455 by 1980. I do 
endorse the concept of continual reduc- 
tions in the annual quota, but I am con- 
cerned that these reductions be estab- 
lished in some rational manner based 
upon the technological feasibility .of 
achieving such a reduction and not by 
some arbitrary percentage mandated by 



an Act of Congress. This position was 
also supported by many of my col- 
leagues. 

Under section 103(b) of the Marine 
Mammal Protection Act, the Secretary, 
in promulgating regulations, is required 
to give consideration to a number of fac- 
tors which effect the extent to which 
such animals may be taken. I would ex- 
pect the Secretary to adhere to the man- 
date of section 103 (b) in establishing an- 
nual quotas subsequent to 1977, and in 
particular give consideration to the effect 
of the regulations on fishery conserva- 
tion and the economic and technological 
feasibility of implementation. 

As passed by the House, H.R. 6970 pro- 
vides that the Secretary shall establish 
"annual quotas for affected species and 
populations that accomplish significant 
reductions in the total incidental mor- 
tality and serious injury each year' . . .” 
Based on recent technological advance- 
ments in fishing gear and methods which 
prevent dolphin mortality, I believe that 
reductions in the annual marine mam- 
mal quota in the future probably could 
amount to something less than 20 per- 
cent of the previous year’s quota, or it 
could, with some other new develop- 
ment like the Medina panel, amount to 
as much as 80 percent. The point is that 
it is important that the Secretary not 
establish the quota on the basis of some 
rigid, inflexible timetable ordered by 
Congress. She should have sufficient dis- 
cretion to establish a quota on the basis 
of the success of the fleet in reducing 
dolphin mortality the previous year, and 
on the sound judgment of her scientific 
staff as to what the fleet can achieve in 
the upcoming year. . . 



LAWS RELATIVE TO THE PRINTING OF 
DOCUMENTS 

Either House may order the printing of a 
document not already provided for by law, 
but only when the same shaU be accompa- 
nied by an estimate from the Public Printer 
as to the probable cost thereof. Any execu- 
tive department, bureau, board or independ- 
ent office of the Government submitting re- 
ports or documents in response to inquiries 
from Congress shall submit therewith an 
estimate of the probable cost of printing the 
usual number. Nothing in this section re- 
lating to estimate Shall apply to reports or 
documents not exceeding 50 pages (U.S. 
Code, title 44, sec. 140, p. 1338) . 

Resolution for printing extra, copies, when 
presented to' either House, shall be referred 
immediately to the Committee on House 
Administration of the House of Representa- 
tives or the Committee on Rules and Admin- 
istration of the Senate, who. in making their 
report, shall give the probable cost of the 
proposed printing upon the estimate of the 
Public Printer, and no extra copies shall be 
printed before such committee has reported 
(U.S. Code, title 44, sec. 703). 



PRINTING OF CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
EXTRACTS 

- It Shall be lawful for the Public Printer 
to print and deliver upon the order of any 
Senator, Representative, or Delegate, extracts 
from the Congressional Record, the person 
'ordering the same paying the cost thereof 
(US. Code, titte 44, sec. 907) . 




